REMARKS 

In the Office Action mailed April 5, 2006, claims 17-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
101; claims 1-7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph; claims 1-5, 8, 13, 17 and 
21 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fukushima (U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0038400) in view of Seki et al. fU.S. Patent No. 2003/0063592); claims 6. 
7. 9. 10, 14. 15. 18 and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fukushima in view of Seki et al. and further in view of Kabeniian (U.S. Patent No. 6,834,351 ); 
and claims 1 1 , 12, 16 and 20 were rejected under Fukishima . Seki et al. , Kabeniian and further 
in view of Bovie et al. (U.S. Patent No. 36.381). The foregoing rejections are respectfully 
traversed. 

Claims 1 , 8, 1 3 and 1 7-21 have been amended. Support for claim amendments can be 
found at FIGS. 1 and 2 and paragraphs [0018H0020] and [0023] of the specification, for 
example. Claims 1-21 are currently pending and under consideration. Reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 

Regarding the 101 rejections: 

Claims 17-20 have been amended to recite "a computer-readable storage medium" to 
overcome the rejection. 

Regarding the 112 rejection: 

Claim 1 has been amended to overcome the rejection. 
Regarding the 103(a) rejections: 

None of the foregoing references relied upon, individually or combined, discuss a 
"docking station comprising... a switching part connected between the network connection part 
and the Access Point part to determine an attachment state and detachment state of the 
portable computer body and the docking station, and to alternate between a wired LAN 
connection and a wireless LAN connection according to the attachment or detachment state of 
the portable computer body and the docking station, by transmitting the network signal provided 
from the network connection part directly to the wired network adapter to establish the wired LAN 
connection or the Access Point part to wirelessly transmit the wireless network signal to the 
wireless network adapter provided in the portable computer body, thereby establishing the 
wireless LAN connection, wherein the Access Point part is integrated within the docking station," 
as recited in amended claim 1 , for example. 

At page 4 of the Office Action, the Examiner admits that Fukushima fails to disclose the 
Applicants "access point part is integrated within the docking station" as recited in claim 1 , for 
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example. However, the Examiner asserts that Seki et al. discusses this feature. However, the 
Applicants respectfully submit that Fukushima also fails to disclose the Applicants' "switching 
part" as recited in amended claim 1 above, for example. 

Instead, Fukushima discusses a personal computer switching a communication interface 
when the personal computer is undocked from the docking station via an embedded controller 
23 which is incorporated in the personal computer to detect an undocking detection signal and 
detects that they are disconnected (see paragraph [0066]). That is, in Fukushima . the detection 
of the attachment or detachment of the personal computer from the docking station is conducted 
within the personal computer. 

In the present invention as mentioned above, the switching part is within the docking 
station itself, and the switching part "detennine[s] an attachment state and detachment state of 
the portable computer body and the docking station, and to alternate between a wired LAN 
connection and a wireless LAN connection according to the attachment or detachment state of 
the portable computer body and the docking station," as recited in amended claim 1 for example. 

In addition, the Applicants respectfully submit that Seki et al. fails to make up for the 
deficiencies of Fukushima . as mentioned above. 

Seki et al. merely discusses a wireless LAN access point incorporated within a docking 
station, whereby the wireless LAN access point determines a communication channel used for 
communication with a personal computer, when the personal computer is not connected to the 
docking station(see paragraphs [0060] - [0061]). However, like Fukushima . Seki et al. also fails 
to discuss the Applicants' "switching part". 

Independent claims 8, 13, 17 and 21 have been amended to recite similar features as 
that of amended claim 1 . 

Therefore, the combination of Fukushima and Seki et al. fails to establish a prima facie 
case of obviousness over the present invention. 

Regarding the rejection of dependent claims 6, 7, 9, 10, 1 1 , 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19 and 
20, the above comments may be applied here also. Neither Kabenjian nor Bovie et al. make up 
for the deficiencies of Fukushima and Seki et al. mentioned above. 

Withdrawal of the foregoing rejections is respectfully requested. 

There being no further outstanding objections or rejections, it is submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. An early action to that effect is courteously solicited. 

Finally, if there are any formal matters remaining after this response, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 
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If there are any additional fees associated with filing of this Amendment, please charge 
the same to our Deposit Account No. 19-3935. 

Respectfully submitted, 



STAAS & HALSEY LLP 



Date: 




Registration No. 52,797 

1201 New York Avenue, NW, 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 
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